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A SUMMARY OF

CITIZEN AND INTERESTED-PARTY COMMENTS
AND CONCERNS AND U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL

PROTECTION AGENCY RESPONSES

SAND, GRAVEL AND STONE SITE
PUBLIC MEETING

EUCTON, CECIL COUNTY, MARYLAND
SEPTEMBER 6, 1985

Interested pirtlu win curloui n to whin tin Phut II Rl would b«
completed and how the multi would affect the raiulti of the Phiu I
FS.

Rtiponit: Phese II will bagln In Octobar and will raqulra 3 to 6 months for data
collection. Attar tha data ira analyzed, anothar feasibility atudy will
ba prepared to deal with tha entire alta rather than juat that part of
the ilta studied under the Phase I Rl. The results of the current FS
should not be affected by further findings from the Phaae II Rl, except
In terms of cost Increases resulting from the potential need to treat
greater quantities of groundwater and dlapose of more materials and
soil at offslte locations.

O Issue: A number of questions pertained to the nature end movement of the
contaminants found on site. Explanations were requested for some of
the more technical terms used during the presentation. One Individual
wanted to know If there were any PCBa or radioactive materials found
on site. Individuals were alao concerned about whet waa In the buried
drums.

Response: A description of the difference between volatile and semlvolatlle
> chemicals waa given. While many of the chemicals found on the alte

have been Identified, the contents of tha burled druma and containers
have not been ssmpled. It Is sssumed that they contain many of the
chemicals Identified on the site thus fsr, and possibly sddltlonal ones,
No radioactive materials or PCBs have been found on the site,

Groundwater Is moving at a rate of about 10 feet/year, which means It
will be a long time before health threatening contamination reaches
any offslte wells. Despite the fact that nonhealth-threatanlng
contamination was found In one offslte well, the chances of a 'slug* of
contamination reaching an offslte well ere slight, Monitoring wells
would be able to detect sny movement of this nature to offslte
locations,
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laaui: A numbir of Individual* requested clirtflcitlon or furthir Information
on thi iftimithraa naultlng from thi FS. Oueetlone pirtalnid
ipKlflcilly to thi nitura of thi groundwitir tmtmmt aystim,
achiduli for cleanup, and imount of tlmi rtqulnd to fluih contaml-
ninti from thi toll.

Rtipontt: if thi pnfirnd iltirnitlvi li chosin, It will bi 9 months to i ynr
bifori work begins, Thi burlid drums would bi dlipond it an
ipprovid, offslti facility. Thi groundwitir trutmint aystim would
eonalit of a numbir of chamlcal procisi atipt dulgnad to nmovi
chimlcal contamlnanta at various atagaa of thi procisi, aa ditirmlnid
by Individual contaminant charactirlitlca, Redundancy Is built Into
thi ayatim so that If oni part of thi lystim falla, that function can bi
pirformid by a backup unit, (A technical ixplanatlon of nch 'part of
thi proem was provldid In nsponai to thi quiatlon.)
It was tatlmatid that 30 to 70 yiars would bi nqulnd to (lush
contaminants from thi soil,

laiui: Interiited partlia win concamid about thi alzi and UN of in onilti
landfill and uu of thi land aftir closure of thi landfill.

Ruponsi: If an altamatlvi nqulrlng a landfill wan chosin, thi landfill would bi
dialgnad according to thi nuda of thi slti and would ba
approxlmitily 160 fut by ISO fut, If thi EPA conatructid thi
landfill with Supirfund monay, It would bi uaid only for disposal of
onalta wiatis. Howivir, If a prlvati consortium built It without thi
uu of Supirfund moniy, and thi EPA approvad It, thi landfill could
potentially ba usad for commarclal dlapoaal of offalti waataa.

luui: Cltlnni win Intinitid In knowing whit could bi doni with thi land
aftir thi clunup had bun complitid.

RiiponH; No final clianup for thi slta has yit bain propoaid. Thi land It
prlvataly ownad, and nilthar thi EPA nor thi stati would aaauma
ownership aa a result of cleanup. If a landfill Is constructed on the
site, deed restrictions would be enacted to control future land use and
the Intigrlty of the landfill, If onslte soil treatment la nqulnd (as
opposed to offslti disposal), necessary personnel would bi granted
accaai rights for the required amount of tlmi. At the completion of
thi cleanup, thi land would still belong to the owner,

IMUI: One Individual wanted to know If choosing • leaser remedial altir-
nitlvi' or concentrating on removal of one group of chimlcils would
mutt In nduclng thi thnat of contamination to an accepteble level,

Response: Standarda for site cleanup have not yet been put on paper, although
thi EPA would like to meet drinking water standards or reduce con-
taminants ao that they are below thi 10~6 cancer rlak level, The EPA
does not believe It Is feasible to treat one sit of chemicals and leave
another In the ground just to be ablu to meit a standard rlak live!,
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Issue: It wu mentioned pravlouily In th« meeting thit children him played
on tin ilti. Citizens wen concerned ibout one iMurtty and continued
ICCMI by ttnu ehlldran.

Rtiponit: One of thi EPA'i Inltlil actions In May 1984 wia to Install • mow
fence with gatai, Tht fanca did not prova to ba a auccaaaful barrier to
ehlldran. A 6-foot chain-link fanca hai not batn Initillad bacauaa It
would raqulra building an accaaa road, In affact Incraiilng accaai to
tha araa, To Intrudars, tha traai and tha woodad araa ippaar to act aa
a barrlar around tha contaminated groundwatar aaap araaa, Than ara
warning algni poatad outalda tha slta.

laaua: CMiona wan Interested In whathar tha raaponalbla partlaa wara
known and by what method the EPA Idanttflaa theaa pertln.

Raaponaa: To date tha EPA haa Identified approximately 29 potentially
reaponalble partial (PRP), some of which are local firms, No legal
actlona have been taken against any of thaae firms, The Identity of
PRPs comes from historical records and discussions with the property
owner, aa wall aa other Involved parties,
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